major, technical problems, only the first issue was delayed. Fortunately, we soon established an efficient routine in our new home. The staff at Blackwell Science-Anne Bittner, Mandy Naylor, Joanne Keenan and Shirley Green (and her predecessor Alice King)-have done a magnificent job and deserve our immense gratitude. So do the authors of papers involved in the awkward transitional phase who cooperated spiritedly. A year later, everything is well in place, the initial difficulties a fading memory.
The extra two issues in 1996 provided valuable additional space-320 pages worth--enabling us to work through the backlog of articles that had built up through the constraints of operating as a quarterly for so long. We have caught up nicely and are now in the much better position of being able to publish papers much sooner than was previously the case (the scheduling information accompanying the articles in the new volume will testify to the changing pattern). Obviously, our aim is to get a paper into print as soon as possible. Realistically, however, with the review process inevitably taking a few weeks and the common need for revision and then further review, the average for a bimonthly journal is likely to extend into months. Much depends on the reviewers' capacity to respond without delay. In the vast majority of cases, this is achieved and gratifyingly so. May I express my sincere appreciation for a job exceedingly well done.
Another key part of the formula of publication times is the number of articles received in the first place. 1996 was a bumper year with 183 submissions between 1 January and 31 December, representing a 20% increase over the previous year. Particularly exciting in this context i\ the growing number of younger contributors; their participation in the Journal augurs well for its future (I have continued to run workshops, in Perth and Wellington, in 1996 on 'How to publish in psychiatry' in the hope of encouraging such new writers).
The increase in journal size has facilitated the second exciting development: regular columns for (mostly) invited writers to contribute in specific ways. The columns I mentioned a year ago have all come to fruition during the last year and will continue in this volume and beyond. 'Point of view' remains highly popular as does 'Books reconsidered'. The advent of 'Comments' on certain articles has brought a quality of debate into our pages, neatly complementing the 'Points of view'. The Journal has a pivotal role, it seems to me, to provoke readers as well as to inform and instruct. The latter objectives are obviously fulfilled through our regular articles and review articles but also, I hope, by the new 'Heart of the matter' series. This forum has been devised to incorporate concise 'state of the art' reviews by experts in a field of their interest. The column 'Mindset revisited' has been launched but not found many takers. Perhaps we are inclined to alter our views on important aspects of our professional work only rarely. Readers who have radically reshaped their thinking are invited to let me know of their interest to contribute here. One other column still awaits development: guides to newly published books in various fields of our profession by those of our colleagues well placed to offer recommendations.
I depend on our Editorial Board (as well as further afield) for suggested topics and contributors for all the above columns. To enhance this process, I invited a team of colleagues, covering all branches of the College and well known for their publishing activities, to assist me in 'shaping' the Journal (see the frontispiece for their names). I take the opportunity to welcome them warmly and thank them for their willingness to assume this new function. I feel confident about their potential to complement the 'hands on' work of the core Editorial Board team. The Australasian Advisory Board have been encouraged to make direct contact with me at any time but we also plan to convene an annual meeting when Journal policy can be brainstormed and devised.
We are also going beyond the Antipodes in the course of 1997 by recruiting an international group of advisors. We are eager to see the Journal achieve a higher profile in other countries and the key colleagues I hope to attract should prove invaluable in furthering this goal. Their names will appear alongside the other two lists after a core group has agreed to participate.
Internationalisation is something of a buzz word in contemporary Australia. The world is indeed shrinking rapidly and we should take advantage of this change, particularly in having our work read by a growing international audience. On this front, we are in the process of clarifying our status among the abstract and indexing services. As you will note on the frontispiece, we are already well covered by the more relevant organisations but are pressing ahead (not always a straightforward task) to have the Journal's articles indexed elsewhere. We shall add the names of these new bodies as we become adopted by them. Also note the introduction of keywords in conjunction with the structured abstracts. These two devices evidently facilitate the indexing procedure and make citation more likely.
All these developments depend on many people: among them authors, reviewers, and the readership as a whole. Permit me, however, to highlight the critical role of my colleagues on the Editorial Board (including Josephine Beatson who I welcome as a new member). My special thanks go to Richard Bonwick and Michael Salczberg who have worked keenly as Assistants to the Editor since their appointment to this new role.
Finally, may I wish all our readers a year of health, wellbeing and professional satisfaction. May the Journal contribute in good measure to the latter! Sidney Bloch
